
Comparison of Corporate Operations Expense 
~ 

Exhibit C 4  
3 0 f 3  

C(L6d- 
L4OBc)/LlO8C, 

a b c-Wa d d / a  etc. 
AS FIIed 200U2005 

Tot Comp 200412005 rot c ~ n p  Percent 
Tol Company Corp Ops Tot Company Corp Ops DiWsmnce 

SAR-ID ST SAR-ABBR Cat 4.3 L D ~  CornODExp ps rLwD corn OD EgQ D.rLDOD Im Avemat 

107 361357 MN BLACKDUCKTELCO 86 so $0.00 
1 OB Average Corp Ops ExplLoop 63.456 $33,665,031 $513.05 

source: 2003 NECA USF Submission rebased October 1.2003 for 2002 Data 

NECA P a r i i i t  
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Impact of Understated Local Switching Demand 

Ln Rate Element 
Filed Revenue 
Requlmment 

I 
2 
3 

4 
5 
6 

7 

8 
9 

I 

1,258,399 
94,312 

762.998 
10,220 

751,444 
12.767 

1,593,411 
42.663.00 

Concord 
LocalSkitching 
Info Surcharge (Per 100 Minutes) 

Sub-Total 

Farmers 
Local Switching 
Info Surcharge (Per 100 Minutes) 

Sub-Total 

Hony Telephone 
Local Switching 
Info Surcharge (Per 100 Minutes) 

Sub-Total 

b 

~~ 

252,793,630 

183,413.001 

293,099,732 

409,951,82€ 

C 

262,507,045 

201,389,310 

329.61 1.737 

472,241,260 

d = a h  

Filed Rate 

$ 0.004978 
$ 0.037308 

$ 0.004160 
$ 0.005572 

$ 0.002564 
$ 0.004358 

$ 0.003887 
$ 0.010407 

Source: Cols. A and B - Concord, Fanners, and Horry - JSI T-96, June 16,2004, Attachment 9, Page 2 of 4. 
VITELCO - T-53, June 16,2004, Schedule 2, Page I of 3. 

* See Exhibit E-I for Concord. Exhibit E-2 for Farmers, Exhibit E-3 for Horry and Exhibit €4 for VITELCO. 

e = @  

corncb 
Rate 

__c 

f 0.004 
f 0.035 

$ 0.003 
s 0.m 

$ 0.001 
$ 0.002 

$ 0.w 
$ 0.m 

f = e d  

$ (O.OWl8) 
$ (0.00138) 

$ (0.00037) 
$ (0.00050) 

f (0.00028) 
$ (0.00048) 

$ (0.00051) 
$ (0.00137) 

Exhibit D-1 
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concord 
Local Switching Demand Actuals vs Forecast 

1 
5 
6 
7 

I b 

Tnnrrninal Cabndar YfNr 
In No. DateFW Year Aduab Growth 

I I I I 

2002 298.475.555 4.53% 
T-96 6116104 2003 283.793.202 -5.24% 

2W4T1 269,7715,310 4.94% 
2wSTW 255,238,781 -5.39% 

Exhibl D-2 

+ Average of 2DoM001 a d  ZMW2003 tam prbd forecasla lor 200112002 and nenge of 2002/2003 and 2 0 0 4 R ~  for 20mnM)I 
>Forecast baled on 200010 2003 acluak 

Swrce: DMD-1. Page 3 o(3. Total Chargeable SMchhg MOUs 
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273.434 
(11.154.197) 

(14.6S3.4?5) 
(17,976,309) 

(12.015.740) 

Fanners 
Local Switching Demand Actuals vs Forecast 

0.1% 
-5.07% 

-7.18% 
-11.99% 

-s.n% 

1999 106,398,148 
2000 213,047,317 100 99% 
2001 229.193.M5 7 18% 
2002 210,804,341 -799% 
2003 205,098,574 -2 74% 

2OMT> 203.617.089 9.72% 
ZOO~T> im.i61,530 -2.19% 

c=(Lla*U.Y2. 

Tariff 
P e w  M U *  FOnrrlt 

1999i2000 157,335,005 
2M)(Y2001 221.520.511 221,795,945 
2001R002 220.039.028 208,M4,629 - 
200212003 207.991.461 195.975.713 
20032004 204,557,832 189,694,167 * 
20041xLo5 201,389.310 183.411.001 

~ - a  of 200012001 end 200212003 tariff period forecasts 101 2001rX)M and average ot 200212o(n and 20MR005 tor 2w- 
> F-81 b a d  M, 2000 to 2033 aCtU8Is 

source: DMP1. Page 3 d 3. Total CherpoaM Swilching MOUs 
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lull T a n  
T u l l  PWbXi Pwiod 
M d  Actuab Forsu~ l  

i9991mw 286.8~.218 288.93.9.329 
2wo12001 289.600.476 331.914.585 
200112002 300,682,037 304,NSJU 
200212003 314,458,535 278.998.901 
M0312W 319.473.918 286,049.3q7 
2C0412005 329.61 1,737 293.rn.732 

167.1(14.%¶8 

Horry 
.LomlSwitching Demand Actual8 WI Forecast 

FoRU.1 
vs Acluais Pacsnl 
DWfmos Dinsnncs 

2SW4.112 0.73% 
42.314.109 14.61% 

* 3.774.708 1.2& 
(37.459.634) -11.91% 

* (34.424.601) -10.711% 
(3.9,512.ocS) -11.08% 

k 

i n  
Tnnrmllloi Calendar YrNr 

No. DateFikc Year Muah Gmwth 
I I I I 1 :; 1 IS991 280,887.825 1 1 

2M)o 292,820.810 4.25% 
2001 286,580.142 -2.20% 
2002 314.983.932 9.99% 
2003 313.8333.137 -0.33% 

2 W T >  325,014,698 3.53% 
20051, 334.208.775 2 83% 

* A Y ~ ~ Q I )  o( 2wo12W1 and 200212003 tarn prkd t0mcasLI for 2W112002 and average of 20021zW3 .nd 2wuZ005 lor 200312MY 
> Forecast bssed on 2wO to 2003 auuak 

Sourn: DMC-1. Page 3 of 3. TDtal Chargeable Swkhhg MOUs 



Exhibit D-5 

TrmanRIal 
No. 

1-42 

1-50 
T-51 
T-53 

vitelco 
Local Switching Demand Actuals M Forecast 

Cskndar YrNr 
DalaFYsd Year Aauala Grnvth 

6/16/00 1999 306286,048 
6118~01 XNlO 342.101.302 11.6BW 
6117102 2001 358.628.710 4.83% 
611Mu 2002 580.019.764 5.96% 
W l W  2003 437.850.149 15.22% 

m T >  458,809,3110 4.33% 
ZWST> 4a7.6n.140 8.76% 

324,133,675 310,593,743 
350,365,008 321.WO.3sO 
w,324.z37 U ~ , ~ O ~ , U Y  
408.934.957 377.ms.718 
U7.328.765 391.733AlS 
472.241.2W 400.B51.829 

* (13,599,932) 

* (18.720.703) 

-4.20% 
(28.764.65(1) 4.21% 

-5.34% 
(31,3211,239) -7.66% 
(55,586,350) -12.4S% 
(82.289.431) -13.1oW 

' ~ v a s g s  M ZOWRWI and 2 ~ 2 1 2 0 0 3  tann p e w  foreasla lor mlm2 and avemos ol2WZROO3 and 2ownOO.5 for 2WJROM 
> Forecasi bared on ZDOO lo ZW3 acluslr 

soures: DMD.l.Pags3M3.TotaIChargeabkSwitchng MOUs 



Exhibit D-6 

Year 

1999 
2000 
2001 
2002 

Vitelco 
Ntrmber-of toops by Study Area 

Cat 1.3 YrNr 
Loops Growth 

64,787 
68.283 5.40% 
69,073 1.16% 
69,369 0.43% 

Source: Years 1999 to 2001 - FCC Monitoring Report. Table 3.34 
Year 2002 - NECA and USF Data - NECA Study Results, Submitted 11-4-03 
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Exhibit E 

Line 

1 
2 
3 
4 
5 

Fort Bend Telephone 
Comparison of Local Switching Support Recelved From USAC 
and Amount Removed From the Local Switching Revenue Requirement 

. b c d e - d - c  I p=.+f 
<---- ---USAC Repor(---- > 

PrOjded TNe-UP True-up Pmjeded 
Year Year Forecast True Up Difference Projected and True Up 

2005P 2003 $ 1.574.856 nla n h  S 1.573.860 51,573.860 
2004 2002 S 1.255.680 S 1.501.008 $245.328 S 1.573.860 $1.619.188 
2003 2001 $ 1.114.524 S 1.432.359 $317.835 S 1,574,856 $1.892.691 
2002 2000 $ 979.320 S 1.150.860 $171,540 S 1.255.680 $1.427.220 
2001 1999 5 BOA744 5 1 x)98k7 5599173 5 1 l l A f i A A  S 1 5 1 3 7 f i 7  

TanffPeriod 

200412005 
2003/2004 
2002/2003 

Twoyear 
Average R e m e d i n  

P w e c t i v e  Filing' Db- 

$ 1.696.524 $1,306,598 S(389.926) 
$ 1.855.940 H.144.072 5(71t.G86) 
S 1,659,956 $1,144,072 S(515.884) 

Sources tor Columns c, d. e. and t USAC, Filings to the Federal Communications Commission Appendices. 
Line 2: HCZZ - Local Switching Supporl (LSS) by State by Study Area - 2002 TNE Up. 302004; HC07 - LSS by State by Study Area ~ 3(312(304. 
Line 3: HC18 - CSS by Study Area 2001 True-up - 3Q2W3: HC07 * LSS by State by Study h a .  402003. 
Line 4: HC17 - LSS 2000 True-Up ~ 4QM02; HC05 - Local Swilchinp P r o w e d  Monthly Support by State by Study Ares. 302002. 
Line 5: HC06 - LSS Final 1999 Results - 3Q2001: HC05 ~ LSS by Study Area - 402001. 

Sources for Column i: 
Line 2: Consolidated Communicatins. Transmitlal No. 3. June 16. 2004, Attachment 9. Page 1 of 7, Line 19. 

'Line 3: Fort Bend is a biennial filer and did not submit a midyear coal support. Assume LSS amount same as year ZOO2 
Line 4: John Staurulakis. Inc., Transmittal No. 73, June 17, 2002. Attachment 9. Page 5 of 7. 
Line 5: John Staurulakis. Inc.. Transmittal No. 56. June 18. 2001. Worksheet 2 of 29. 
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INTENTIONALLY LEFT BLANK 
(THERE IS NO EXHIBIT F') 
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2004 Access Filing 
Special Access I DSL Analysis 

Exhibit G-1 
Source:COE.411 WDBD------ Source: ACZWlm Source: Vol5. PI0 

43,504,923 131,015,325 325,304,845 

----Source:COEdl lWDBD--- Source: AC2OOlm Source: Vol5, PI0 

17 
18 
19 
20 
21 
22 
23 
24 
25 
26 
27 
28 
29 
30 
31 

Tots' 'sum 129,964,779 I 29,984,779 zo4,2a7,717 336.77a.596 193,662 
32 17-31) 

Percent q9a.7ay0 19a.78% 3.53% -7.09% 
49 Growth 

Pg. 1 of 1 



2004 Accesa Filing 
Special Ace- I DSL Analysis 

P ~ p . c U u l  SA Loops sams: vol5, P10 

Ak Ark FI (ir KV n o  MS 1 c NY Ok $A gc 94 
1 ITd0mfWh2-W ! - I  - I  - I  - !  - !  - ! - I  - !  - I  121 - I  - I , -  - -  2 Tmkpnph4-W 
3 V o b Q n p m 2 - W  
4 V o b Q n a m 4 - W  24 1,500 1,212 5:- 180 1,408 72 1,200 902 644 2.036 

IC( 3w 180 2712 BI) IUI - 1,176 312 36 840 2781 .c1( 
132 I 781 

2 4 -  8 0 -  24 - 72 - 1  - 
1 

6 
7 
8 
9 

10 
11 
12 
13 
14 
15 
16 
17 
18 

Exhibit G-2 pg 1 Of 2 

I - I  
&SI6 26,101 208,OSS' 

"I 
325 882 15630 

1 1 312 I 
I - I  36 

24 I 156 

Pg. 1 of 2 



2004 A s ~ S  Filing 
Special Access I DSL Analysis 

37 
38 
39 
40 
41 
42 
43 
44 
45 
46 
47 
48 
49 
50 
51 
52 
53 
54 

Pg. 2 of 2 



2004 Access Filing 
Special Access I DSL Analysis 

2003 Filina 

Company I 

8 Total 

Exhibit G-3 
Source:COE.411 WDBD------ Source: AC2001mSource: Vol5, PI0  

(W (C) (D) (E) 

11,775,976 11,775,976 15,291,390 56,707,769 45,700 

Source:COE 4llWDBD-- Source: AC2001xx>Source: Vol5, PI0  

9 
I O  
11 
12 
13 
14 
15 

16 Total 20,649,678 20,320,610 24,309,435 m,ms,gaa 55,500 

Percent Change 75.35% 72.56% 58.52% 21.44% 

Pg. 1 of 1 
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2004 ATLT CALCULATION OF REVENUE REQUIREMENT OVERSTATEMENT DUE TO 
OVERSTATEMENT OF CASH WORKING CAPITAL ( C W )  REQUIREMENTS 

COMPANY 

CONCDRDTELEPHONE COMPANY IJSI) 
COASTAL unww INC us#) 
HORRV TELEPHONE INC. IJSI) 

A 1 6 1  C I D I E 1  F I  0 I H I  1 1  1 
I I I I 

TOTAL ATiT EFFECTON EFFECTON 
INTERSTATE DEPRECIATION i DAILY FILED COMPUTED CALCUUTED EXCESS INTERSTATE INTERSTATE 
EXPENSES(1) AMORTUm(2)  EXPENSESII) W I 4 )  UGDKTSIS)  CWC~l6DAYSlO CWC INCDYe(T) REV.REQ.(I) 

IB - C ) I  366 EID Dx16 E - G  nx.i ia 1 ~ 1 . 5 ~ 4 6 2 ( ~ )  

116.43t212 15,888,183 1 2 ~ 7 7  ~53.577 23 uu.153 1220.424 124.798 m , i w  
tB.es3.544 12,680,105 116.3% S351.Wl 22 s z 6 , a i  sio6.m s i1 .m 110.115 
115,022,405 %.W,256 122.105 1488.613 21 1331.19 1135,044 115,102 123.373 



2004 ATaT CALCULATION OF RATE OF RETURN REVENUE REWIREMENT OVERSTATEMENT DUE TO 
OVERSTATEMENT OF CASH WORKING CAPITAL (CWC) REQUIREMENTS 

D 

DAILY 
iXPENSES (3) 
(B ~ C)/ 365 

S28.877 
$16,365 
$22,105 
18,371 
$33,843 
t59,W 
122,562 

$147,142 
$9.194 
13,388 
$17,354 
130.095 
$35.218 
16,889 
$60,280 
$13,873 
$25,124 
19,773 

153,162 

A 

COMPANY 

E 

COMPANY FILED 
CWC (4) 

$s!N,577 
t)5+,881 
$466,613 
Sls4,Ow 
$517.329 
S949.801 
5342274 

$2304,073 
$143,8*0 
sm,w 
$zoB,582 
$474,504 
w n w  
s1w.656 
s9u,065 
$213,517 
53a2.625 
$160,137 
$826,806 

1 I CONCORD TELEPHONE COMPANY (JSII 

4 
5 
6 
7 
8 
9 
IO 
I1 
12 
I3 

15 
I6 
I7 
I8 
19 

14 

- ,  
2 COASTAL UTlLlTlES INC. (JSI) 
3 I HORRY TELEPHONE COOPERATIVE INC. IJSn 

ALLlEL ALABAMA, INC. (A1lt.V 
ALLTEL ARKANSAS, INC. (AIlt.l) 
ALLEL  CAROLINA, INC. (Allt.1) 
ALLEL  FLORIDA, INC. (AIM) 
ALLEL  GEORGIA PROPERTlES (Alltd) 
ALLTEL KENTUCKY. INC. (AIlt.1) 
ALLTEL MISSISSIPPI, INC. ( A l b l l  
ALLTEL MISSOURI, INC. W W  
ALLTEL NEWYORK, INC. (AIlt.1) 
ALLTEL Oh10 (Allt.1) 

ALLTEL PENNSYLVANIA, INC. (Alltot) 
ALLTEL SOUTH CAROLINA, INC. WW) 
SUGAR LAND TELEPHONE CO. (A1lt.l) 
TOUS ALLTEL, INC. (AIIW) 
WESTERN RESERVE TELEPHONE COMPANY (Albl) 

ALLTEL OKLAHOMA PROPERTIES ~ c i )  

B 

lOTAL INTERSTATE 
EXPENSES(1) 

$16,456,212 
$8,653,544 
115,022,405 
$4,552,582 

$92,232,443 
$12,591,358 
$79,844,669 
$4,259,921 
$2,099,316 
$9,168,801 

$13,937,215 
$18,925,417 
$3,476,038 
$3040.411 
$8,252,675 

$12,883,405 
$5,299,355 

$29,355,653 

s i w 3 , m  

C 

DEPRECIATION 
L AMORTWTION ( x  

$5,8BB,163 
52,680,185 
56.954,236 
$1.497,011 
$6,121,346 

$10,345,683. 
$4,356,372 

$26,137,803 
1904.284 
1862,422 

52,834,545 
12,953,Ub 
$6,070,6773 
1961,672 

$l,458,102 
$3,WP,022 
13,712.998 
$1,732,212 
$9,951,391 

Exhiblt 1-2 

F 

COUP 
!AG DAYS (5) 

E / D  

23 
22 
21 
16 
15 
I 6  
15 
16 
16 
15 
16 
16 
15 
16 
15 
I 5  
15 
16 
16 

NOTE5 SOURCES: 
( I )  Ses Col. 8 - TRP. COS(P). Column E, L i w  XU. Tdal kllerrtrna 
(2) SH Col. C -TUP. COS(P). C d m n  E. Lim 190. Tom1 Inlwrt.le 
(3) O*ly Expenses I (ToLd IhlnraDIo ExFenws. Oepr0cialim nd Amortnslim) I 365 Days 
(4) Ses Cncl suppot P e l  69 (Rorp.dN.). Ca'h W&iw CaWl ,  TDW Intemlals 
(5) C0mp.n~ Fikd CWC I KMily 

Cd. B - TRP. COS(P). C d  E. Lire 303. Tola mrrt.l. 
Cd. C -TRP. COXP). Cd E. L i n  190. ToW M(IIIU~ 
Cd. E -Cod S u m  Pad 69 (Proopadivs). Cash WodW C&. T&l W r r W  - LECs Pmpacd LRSdl.4 


